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Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On pages 1 0- 
12, the applicant's disclosure refers to item 8 as both a radiating element, a horn, and a 
support. Examiner assumes this is a typographic error, but the specification must be 
corrected such that one reference number corresponds to one element. Further, the 
specification and claims refer to an "anechoid" chamber. The examiner assumes this is 
a further typographic error referring to an "anechoic" chamber. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(4) 
because reference character "8" has been used to designate both a radiating element, a 
support, and a horn. A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required 
in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to 
the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "the measuring device" in lines 3-4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim 3 recites the limitation "the wavelengths associated with the 
electromagnetic radiations from said source" in lines 6-7. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

While applicant may be his or her own lexicographer, a term in a claim may not 
be given a meaning repugnant to the usual meaning of that term. See In re Hill, 161 
F.2d 367, 73 USPQ 482 (CCPA 1947). The term "radiating element" in claims 1-13 is 
used to describe element 8, which receives electromagnetic radiation from an antenna 
(2) under test. There is no disclosure that the probe element (8) which would receive 
the radiation from the antenna, actually radiates anything. The claim language should 
be modified to reflect the function of the element. 

The term "hyper-frequency" in claims 1 1 and 13 is a relative term which renders 
the claim indefinite. The term "hyper-frequency" is not defined by the claim, the 
specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one 
of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the 
invention. What frequency of electromagnetic radiation lies in the "hyper-frequency" 
range? 



The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 
m.tinn^'''^!f^*'°" l^^" ' description of the invention, and of the manner and orocess of 

Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as based on a 
disclosure which is not enabling. The teaching of how the moveable carrying device is 
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associated with the probe device of claim 1 is critical or essential to the practice of the 
invention, but not is included in the claim(s) and is not enabled by the disclosure. See 
In re Mayhew, 527 F.2d 1229, 188 USPQ 356 (CCPA 1976). Claim 4 or the 
specification must be amended in such a way as to teach the association of the 
movable carrying device and the probe device recited in claim 1 . No new matter may 
be submitted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication In this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Hemming. 

Hemming teaches a probe device for measuring an electromagnetic field 
radiated by a source under test comprising a radiating element (14), which inherently 
must have a support means satisfying the limitation of the support and probe mount, 
and further comprising a screen means (16) for reflecting and redirecting radiation into 
space (Col. 5 Lines 60-67) where the radiation emanates from a radiation source under 
test (12) as recited in claim 1 . 

The screen means (16), source (12), and radiating means (14) are all along a 
common axis of central symmetry (Fig. 1). Since the screen (16) reflects and re-emits 
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radiation as cited above, any such reflection and re-emission must therefore be away 
from this central axis of symmetry as recited in claim 2. 

Further, device cited above is enclosed in an anechoic chamber (10) which 
absorbs radiation which is redirected and reflected as recited in claim 3. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 2 and 3 are objected to because of the following informalities: The word 
from is spelled as the word "form" on line 7 of each claim. The appropriate correction is 
required. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following US Patent references teach antenna elements 
which redirect radiation: 

US Patent 5,033,833 (Brown); and US Patent 5,581,267 (Matsui et al.) 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David A Vanore whose telephone number is 703-306- 
0246. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Lee can be reached on 703-308-4116. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9318 for 
regular communications and 703-872-931 9 for After Final communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0956. 



dav 

March 4, 2003 



Mn rT LEE 
SUPERVISOR PAT;:;- y^-'-'-rn 



